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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the communication filed on November 21, 
2008. Claims 1-7 are pending. Claims 8-12 are canceled by the applicant. At this time, 
claims 1-6 are allowed and claim 7 is still rejected. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 7 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chen et al (US 6,507,856 B1), in view of Takagi et al (US 5, 109,152), and further in 
view of Dillon et al (US 5, 1 09,1 52). 

a. Referring to claim 7: 

i. Chen teaches a process device for a process automation 

system, comprising: 

(1) a function device executing predetermined functions 
as part of process automation; and a communication device connected to the function 
device and configured to connect into a process automation system for exchange of 
data, within the process automation system, that relate to at least one of the functions 
and the function device (see Chen's abstract, Figures 5 and 6; column 3, lines 35- 
49; and column 4, lines 57-58 of Chen), 

ii. Although Chen teaches a process automation system, Chen 
is silent on the capability of showing wherein the communication device comprises an 
encryption device, a decryption device, and means for determining by hard wiring or 
programming which of transmission data are encrypted in the encryption device and 
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means for recognizing which of reception data are encrypted and decrypting the 
encrypted reception data in the decryption device. On the other hand, Takagi teaches 
these limitations in Figure 9 and more details in column 1, lines 17-43, column 6, 
lines 35-45 of Takagi. 

iii. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to: 

(1) have modified the invention of Chen with the teaching 
of Takagi for performs, between two communication devices, the confirmation of 
legitimacy of the communication partner and the implementation of confidentiality and 
recognition of transmitted messages (column 1, lines 5-10 of Takagi). 

iv. The ordinary skilled person would have been motivated to: 

(1) have modified the invention of Chen with the teaching 
of Takagi for dynamically exchanging and merging documents (column 1, lines 31-32 
of Chen). 

v. Although the combination of teaching between Chen and 
Takagi teaches the claimed subject matter, they are silent on the capability of 
recognizing which of reception data are encrypted. On the other hand, Dillon teaches 
this limitation in column 3, lines 12-14 of Dillon. 

vi. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to: 

(1) have modified the modified-invention of Chen with the 
teaching of Dillon for performs, between two communication devices, the confirmation of 
legitimacy of the communication partner and the implementation of confidentiality and 
recognition of transmitted messages (column 1, lines 5-10 of Takagi). 

vii. The ordinary skilled person would have been motivated to: 

(1) have modified the invention of Chen with the teaching 
of Takagi for dynamically exchanging and merging documents (column 1, lines 31-32 
of Chen). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 1-6 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Thanhnga (Tanya) Truong 
whose telephone number is 571-272-3858. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached at 571-272-3859. The fax and 
phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone 
number is 571-272-2100. 

/Thanhnga B. Truong/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2435 

TBT 

March 14, 2009 



